
ORDER
24.01.2022 Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Asif Masood All 

Shah, Deputy District Attorney for respondents present. Arguments heard 

and record perused.

Vide our detailed judgment of today, placed on file of Service

Appeal bearing No. 498/2018 titled "Rashid Ahmad Versus District Police

Officer, Swat and one another", we are inclined to partially accept the 

instant service appeal by converting the major penalty of dismissal from 

service into minor penalty of stoppage of increments for two years. The
I

I
intervening period is treated as leave without pay. Respondents however 

are at liberty to conduct de-novo inquiry as per mandate of law, if they so 

desire. Parties are left to bear their own costs. File be consigned to record

room.

ANNOUNCED
24.01.2022

P
(AHMAD ^LTAN TAREEN) 

1 CHAIRMAN
(ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WA2IR) 

MEMBER (E)
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06.12.2021 Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Kabirullah 

Khattak, Additional Advocate General for the respondents 

present.

Former sought adjournment being not prepared for 

arguments today. Adjourned. Case to come up for arguments 

24.01.2022 before the D.B.
on

V---

(Salah-ud-Din) 
Member (J)

Chairvnan
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Mr. Amjid Nawaz, junior of learned counsel for the 

appellant present. Mr. Arif Saleem, Stenographer alongwith Mr, 

Riaz Ahmad Paindakheil, Assistant Advocate General for the 

. respondents present.

The issue
far, therefore, the appeal is adjourned to 05.10.2021 for further 

proceedings before D.B.

16.06.2021

of retrospectivity had not been adjudicated so

l
!

(SALAH-UD-DIN) 
MEMBER (JUDICIAL)

(ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR) 
MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)
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Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Muhammad 

Adeel Butt, Add!. AG alongwith Wisal Ali Shah, Assistant 

for the respondents present.

05.10.2021

Counsel for the appellant seeks time to prepare 

To come up for further proceedings onthe case.
06.12.2021 befoj^th^D.B.

(Mian Muhammad) 
Member( Executive) /

j
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.r13.10.2020 Junior to counsel for the appellant is present. Mr. 

Kabirullah, Additional Advocate General alongwith Mr. Arif 

Saleem, Stenographer for respondents are present.';

Junior to Counsel for the appellant invited attention of 

the Bench to the impugned order dated 01.12.2011 on the 

strength of which retrospective effect has been given to the 

dismissal order of the appellant and since the issue of 

retrospectivity is pending before the Larger Bench of this 

august Tribunal constituted for the purpose, therefore, let this 

appeal be kept pending till decision of the Larger Bench of 

this Tribunal. File to come up for further proceedings on 

23.12.202(Lfbr arguments before D.B.

(Mian Muhammad) 
Member (E)

(Rozina Rehman) 
Member(J)

U-

23.12.2020 Counsel for appellant and Mr. Kabirullah Khattak learned 

Additional Advocate General alongwith Arif Saleem 

Stenographer for respondents present.

The issue of retrospectivity had not been adjudicated so 

far, therefore, the appeal is adjourned to 12.03.2021 for^rther 

proceedings before D.B.

^Atj^Ur-Kehman Wazir) 
Member (E)

Khan)
Member (J)

?



.2020 Due to COVID19, the case is adjourned to 

same as before.^ V/ 7/2020 for the

Counsel for the appellant present.14.07.2020

Mr. Kabir Ullah Khattak learned Additional Advocate 

General alongwith Arif Salim Stenographer for the 

respondents present.

Learned counsel for appellant requested for 

adjournment. Adjourned. To come up for arguments 

13.10.2020 before D.B.

XMtiq ur Rehman) 
Member (E)

(Rozina Rehman) 
Member (J)

L
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Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. 

Kabirulllah Khattak learned Additional Advocate General for the 

respondents present. Learned counsel for the appellant seeks 

adjournment. Adjourned. To come up for arguments on 

09.01.2020 before D.B.
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(Hussain Shah) 
Member

** (M. Amin Khan Kundi) 
Member

I f.•4

r«
■ •i

• ■*L

(
' »•

• ’

* V ' .A '* >
r %

%

•109.01.2020 Due to general strike of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Bar 

Council, -the case is adjourned. To come up for arguments 

on 03.03.2.2020 before D.B.
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03.03.2020 Counsel for the appellant present. Mr. 

Muhammad Jan, DDA for respondents present. Learned 

counsel for the appellant seeks adjournment. 

Adjourned. Tj/come up for arguments on 30.04.2020 

before D.B.
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- > 17.06.2019 Junior to counsel for the appellant and Mr. Kabirullah 

Khattak learned Additional Advocate General alongwith Mr. 

Inayat Ullah Head Constable for the respondents present. 

Junior to counsel for the appellant requested for 

adjournment as senior counsel for the appellant is not in 

attendance. Adjourn. To come up for arguments on 02[Og.2O19 

before D.B.

1

•-

v\ a
Member Member

■ ■

09.08.2019 Junior to counsel for the appellant and Mr. Zia Ullah learned
V '

Deputy District Attorney present. Junior to counsel for the appellant, 

seeks adjournment as senior counsel for the appellant is not in' 

attendance. Adjourn. To come for arguments on 01.10.2019 before 

D.B.

YMember
6^

Member

/.
.'v ■

01.10.2019 Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, 

Additional AG alongwith Mr. Inayatullah, Head Constable for the 

respondents present. Learned counsel for the appellant requested for 

adjournment. Adjourned to 19.11.2019 for arguments before D.B.

(AHMA^^SSAN). 

MEMBER
(M. AMWKHAN KUNDI) 

MEMBER



Service Appeal No. 571/2018 

01.01.2019 Counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, 

Additional AG for the respondents present. Written reply on 

behalf of respondents submitted. The appeal is assigned to D.B-l/ 

for rejoinder and arguments for 05.03.2019.

Muhammad Amin Knan Kundi 
Memberr

}

05.03.2019 Learned counsel for the appellant Mr. Kabirullah Khattak 

learned Additional Advocate General along with Mr. Bilal 

Ahmed ITead Constable for the respondents present. Learned 

counsel for the appellant submitted rejoinder and request for 

adjournment. Adjourn. To come up for arguments 

19.04.2019 before D.B.

on

Member Member

Junior counsel for the appellant and Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, 

Additional AG alongwith Mr. Mufaraq Shah, Head Constable for the 

respondents present. Junior counsel for the appellant requested for 

adjournment on the ground that learned senior counsel for the appellant is 

busy before the Hon’ble Peshawar High Court. Adjourned to 17.06.2019 for 

arguments before D.B.

19.04.2019,

(HUSSAIN SHAH) 
MEMBER

(M. AMIN KHAN KUNDI) 
MEMBER

%
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Appellant Aamir Shah in person alongwith his M 

counsel Mr. Arbab Saif ul Kamal, Advocate present 

heard in limine.

■ 16.08.2018

Contends that harsh punishment of removal from . 

service has been imposed upon the appellant not only 

antedated but even ex-parte and so the appellant has 

been condemned unheard.

Points raised need consideration. The appeal is 

admitted to full hearing, subject to alt legal objections. 

The appellant is directed to deposit security and process 

fee within 10 days. Thereafter, notices be issued to the 

respondents. To come up for written reply/comments on , 

25.09.2018 before S.B. ' .

ACC- ^0 ^
•A V

. >!c25.09.2018 Mr. Aamir Shah, appellant in^Mffia^esent. : 
Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, Addl, AG for the respondents 

present. Written reply not submitted. Requested for 

adjournment. Granted. To come up for written reply 

13.11.2018 before S.B.
on

. Xnairman

13.1 1.2018 Due to retirement of Hon’ble Chairman, the 

iribimal is defunct, fherefore, the case is adjourned, fo 

come up on 01.01.2019. Written reply not received.

. J



Form-A

FORMOF ORDERSHEET
' V

Court of> ;
571/2018Case No.

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeDate of order 
proceedings

S.No.

321

The appeal of Mr. Aamir Shah resubmitted today by Mr. 

Saadullah Khan Marwat Advocate may be entered in the 

Institution Register and put up to the Worthy Chairman for 

proper order please.

25/04/20181

REGISTRAR'vr\H\

2- \-£}osj\£. This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearing

to be put up there on

CHAIRMAN

None present on behalf of the appellant. Adjourned. 

To come up for preliminary hearing on 17.07.2018 before 

S.B.

22.05.2018

(ML^nammad Amin Khan Kundl 
Member

17.07.20 8 Junior to counsel for the appellant present and 
seeks adjournment on the ground that senior counsel is 
not in attendance. Adjourned. To come up for preliminary 
hearing.on 16.08.2018 before SrB

Member
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The appeal of Mr. Aamir Shah son of Sufi AN Shah Ex-Constable no. 388 Police line Kohat 

received today by i.e. on 12.04.2018 is incomplete on the following score which is returned to 

the counsel for the appellant for completion and resubmission within 15 days.

1- Annexures of the appeal may be attested.
2- Annexures of the appeal may be flagged.
3- Wakalat Nama in favour of appellant be placed on file.
4- Copy of departmental appeal mentioned in the memo of appeal (Annexure-B) is not 

attached with the appeal which may be placed on it.
5- Five more copies/sets of the appeal along with annexures i.e. complete in all respect 

may be also be submitted with the appeal.

\

9s IA /s.T.No.

Dt; I 72018.
7

RE^TRS^"^ 

SERVICE TRIBUNAL 
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

PESHAWAR.
Mr.Saadullah Khan Marwat Adv. Pesh.

4
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BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

S.A No. 72018

Aamir Khan D.P.O & Othersversus

INDEX

S. No Documents Annex P. No.

1. Memo of Appeal 1-3

2. "A"Dismissal order dated 01-12-2011 4
3. "B"Departmental appeal dated 14-12-2011 5
4. Subsequent Representation 6

5. "D"Rejection order dated 07-03-2018 7

6. " E 8Appeal to R. No. 03
7. " p'' 9Rejection order dated 03-04-2018
8. "G" 10-20Reinstatement of other constables
9. 21-27Judgments in similar cases

Appellant
Through

I Saaduliah Khan Marwat 
Advocate.
21-A Nasir Mansion, 
Shoba Bazaar, Peshawar. 
Ph: 0300-5872676 

0311-9266609Dated.12-04-2018



1

BEFORE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

5-7/S.A No. /2018

KSiybc*' Pakhtul-iSnvrt 
ScrV£C«

Aamtr Shah S/0 Sufi AN Shah, 

R/o Sheikhan Kohat, 

Ex-Constable. No. 388,

Police Line Kohat.....................

Oiary No.

Appellant

Versus

1. District Police Officer, Kohat. 

Regional Police Office,

Kohat Region Kohat 

Provincial Police Officer,

KP, Peshawar..........................

2.

3.

Respondents

o< = ><^^>< = >o< = ><>i>< = ><>o

APPEAL U/S 4 OF SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT. 1974

AGAINST O.B NO. 885 DATED 01-12-2011 OF R. NO

01 WHEREBY APPELLANT WAS DISMISSED FROM

SERVICE RETROSPECTIVELY OR OFFICE ORDER NO.

2400 / EC DATED 07-03-2018 OF R. NO. 02
WHEREBY REPRESENTATION OF APPELLANT WAS

FILED OR OFFICE ORDER NO. S / 1265 DATED 03-04- 

2018 OF R. NO. 03 WHEREBY REPRESENTATTOIM OF

1 'lletT?

APPELLANT WAS FILED!

«< = >0< = >0< = >0< = >0
&
E'lkespectfuliv Sheweth:

n. 1 I That appellant was enlisted in service in the year 2008 as 

Constable and served the department till the date of removal ' 

' from service.

at
Vi

“J aft}
•<>

H a
^ 2. That appellant was deputed to PTC, Hangu for training in the year 

2008 and qualified the same.

•f, ■ ■»-
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3. That thereafter appellant served in various Police Stations for 

about 3/4 years without any complaint.

4. That on account of absence, appellant was dismissed from 

service on 01-12-2011 by R. No. 1. (Copy as Annex "A")

That thereafter appellant submitted appeal before R. No. 02 for 

reinstatement in service on 14-12-2011, 

response. (Copy as Annex "B")

5.

but without any

6. That subsequent representation was preferred to R. No. 02 which 

was rejected on 07-03-2018. (Copies as Annex ''C" &. "D")

7. That thereafter appellant submitted appeal before R. No. 03 for 

reinstatement in service which was rejected on 03-04-2018. 

(Copy as Annex "E" & "F")

8. That not only appellant was dismissed from service on the score 

of absence but numerous others were also dismissed as such and 

they were reinstated into their services vide order dated 30-11- 

2010, 15-03-2017 and 09-08-2017 (Copies as Annex "G")

9. That apart from the aforesaid fact, the subject matter 

for consideration before the hon'ble Tribunal and after thorough 

probe, their appeal's were accepted vide judgments dated02-05- 

2016 and 07-12-2017, etc. (Copies as Annex "H")

came up

Hence this appeal, inter alia, on the following grounds:

GROUNDS:

That appellant was enlisted in service in the year 2008 and served the 

department till the date of removal from service.

That in the circumstances, the department reinstated numerous 

constables, etc. into their services and appellant was dropped for 

legal reason. The representations of those officials were also not per 

the mandate of Law.

a.

b.

no

That similarly and equally placed servants be treated similarly and 

equally and not to discriminate them inter-sf.

c.

1



3

d. That appellant was dismissed from service on the score of absence but 

such absence was not willful but was due to the compelling 

circumstances.

e. That absence does not constitute any misconduct when the same is
not willful and as stated earlier, hundreds and thousands similarly and 

equally placed employees have been reinstated into their services not 
only by the department but also by.the hon^le Tribunal / courts which
judgments were upheld by the apex court.

f. That no administrative order could be effected with retrospective effect 
as is done in the case in hand.

g. That codal formalities enumerated in the Rules were never observed, 
being mandatory. The impugned order not per the mandate of Law 

and based on malafide.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that on acceptance of appeal, 
order dated 01-12-2011, 07-03-2018 and 03-04-2018 of the 

respondents be set aside and appellant be reinstated in service with all
consequential / back benefits, with such other relief as may be 

deemed proper and just in circumstances of the case.

Appellant

Through

Saadullah Khan Marwat

Ĉ"^bab Saiful Kdmi.

Kban"
Dated.12-04-2018 Advocates.

'■'i.
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passed op*^t:he Ex-parte departmental enquiry 

Aamir Shah No. 388 of this district
This order is

Police ui’Klcr
against Constable
froth Service (Special Powers) Ordinance 2000.

' Facts of the Ex-parte departmental action are
Kohat and absented himsef inr ins

7 •)that th‘:'. above

narfied official while posted at Police Lines
■eave or18.05.2011 till to-date without anylawful duties with effect from

permission from the,competent authority.
Charge Sheet/Summary' of Allegations which 

^ address'and Mr. Mushtaq Hussam, DSP HQrs: Kohat was appennted as

Enquiry Officer. The enquiry officer.in hrs fmdmg submitted Iras recon ■
^ ^ Final Show Cause Nottce- was also sent at tns home

relative namely Mati U.llah S/0 Latif Shah K/O

sent in Viis b'.)us<.’

was sc..'ll. at his

home •nctidcd

guilty of the charges 

address and one of his
Sheikhan stated that the said defaulter official has not pre

abroad to Dubai, Neither he appeared before the enquiry omcei

far and is still bscsl.

/

and has gone 

nor given any reply to the departmental proceedings so 

So far enquiry conducted into the matter recomr. ii:nd. i'.i<"' 

duties, the 

the I’olicc 

p.'oved 

is oaken

absence from governmentOfficer and longof the Enquiry 
undersigned reached to the conclusion 

Department is not justified as
shadow of doub l and

that his further retention :.n

allegations leveled against him otcUiC

Ex-parte departmental action 

is'dismissed from service under the Rcnu.vol from

the date of absencie

beyond any 

against him. therefore, he is
<5Vi7y™

Ordinance 2000 Irom
1 .'i

Service (Special Powers)

1,8.05.2011.

/ 

A ■

i
/

8 CT^OLICE OFFiCElV., 
KOHAT

iOB No.
0l - iX " /2011Date

' /-

A.
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t •

I
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C 6
■BEFORE THE DEPUTY INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE,

KOHAT REGION KOHATI.

• Subject: MERCY PETITION

Respected Sir,

This mercy petition is preferred by the petitioner for disposal 
humanitarian grounds.

on

Briefly stated ahegation against the petitioner was that while posted at 
Police Lines Kohat, he absented himself from lawful duties w.e.f. 15-08-2011 
till 01-12-2011 without an}^ leave or permission from the competent authority, 
on the above charge, departmental enquiry was conducted against the 
petitioner, and as a result of ex-party departmental enquiry, the petitioner was 
removed from service by DPO Kohat vide order bearing OB No. 885 dated 
01-12-2011. (copy of the order is enclosed)

Without challenging the impugned order, the petitioner requests for his 
re-instatement in service purely on humanitarian grounds. The fact is that the 
petitioner had to shoulder the look after of his aged parents and brought up of 
his kids which expenditures could not be met with the limited source of his 
pay.

The petitioner faced serious financial crises and therefore the petitioner 
went abroad to make his fortune to support his family but the luck did not 
favour him. •

The petitioner has five years service in the police department but never 
committed any wrong during his service period. The petitioner’s service record 
is without any stigma. The petitioner is apologetic for the mistake committed by 
him in the past. The petitioner now promises that he shall abide by the rules in 
future. ■

It is therefore, prayed that seeking mercy, the petitioner may be 
re-instated in service w.e.f. from 01-12-2011 and the petitioner shall not claim 

y sack benefits. The petitioner family may kindly be saved from starvation.an

Yours Obediently

Ex. Constable Amir Shah 
No. 388
S/o Sofi Ali Shah 
R/o Sheikhan Kohat 
Mob. 0334-0403939

di .
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Phon&: No: 9260112. 
lax Ko.: 9260114.

From: - The Regional Police Officer,
Kohat Region, Kohat.

The District Police Officer, Kohat.

Dated Kohat the /2Q18.

To:

ANo. ./EC,

Subject: - MERCY PETITION.

MEMO;

The'attached mercy petition, preferred by Ex-FC Amir Shah
No. 388 of Kohat district Police examined and filed by W/RPO Kohat being, was
badly time-barr^d:about more than 06-years.

The appellant may be informed accordingly please;
0

ip cWV«7^ 1-^ 1^6-^ -y'

R^ional Police Officer, 
^ ' Kohat Region

C^CC.

■ i' :
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OKKiCK ()}' I’liK
INSr'KCrOK GK.NKRALO!' iH)RlCl<: 

KnViJRU PAKirrUNKIiWA 
CKN'I'UAi.POlJCK 0K5'IC:K, 

PKSllAVVAR.
lO^pAW'A./18, <ln(c(l Tcsluiwiir IhcNo. S/

i^ci'ioniii I'olii'C (')l‘iuT.r, 
Kiiii:d Ucoioii, Kohit!.

jlio

1'r!'■.A1. iEX-IA: AiVMU SllAII NO. 38S)

i'N-Consinlilc Amir Sluili N(i. 3SH (if Dislricl I'dlicc Kohni Ivul sul-imillcd iipjxml 

iho Vv'niii'iv iiispcrinr Aiciicriil oi' Police. Khyber i'akhUinkhwn. Pcshfiwnr Ibr rcinsliilcniciil 

ills ii|i]K';il w.is processed /A'Nsmincd Lil Ccnlml Police OITicc, r’eshmver and Pled 

liioeicni aniluirilN’-hcanp lauil.v lime I'jarrcd (br abmil. 07 years.

Tl;e applicani mav please he inibrmcd accordingly. [

11)

::cr\'iC';.ih

h\'' ill'.- I

(SYKO /JA Aid SHAH), 
KcpJsirai'.

l-or Inspcclnr (.ieneral n!' Ibdlce. 
Khyhcr Ibakhlnnkliwa. Peshavvar

C
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WHEREAS as per Uto approval .iof tlTC I'■•ovincial Police Orficcr, Khyber 
Pukhtunkhwa a Committee had been constituted vide this office No: 9871-77/E. . v" 
dated 16/11/2010,, headed by DPO Swot to rccor '.ider the cases of the personnel • 
dismissed during militancy.

AND WHEREAS the Committee .'has, a',er thorough deliberations and t ! 
■scrutiny of the relevant record, submitted it H' dings vide No: 14732/E dated 
29/11/2010 wherein 253 personnel have been re ommended for reinstatement in 
service. i

NOW THEREFORE as per the approval of. :he Provincial Police Officer, the ' ' 
following personnel recommended by the Com littcc are hereby reinstated in 
service with effect from the date of their dismiss il. The period during which they s, • 
remained out of service after dismissal and the period of their absence will be. 
treated as leave without pay.

'.T

•■■ii

S.No. Name and No.
>

■y.1. Ex-Constable BahadefKhan No: 1322
2. Ex-HC Mian Said RelTi lan No.5S2
3. Ex-Constable Muhammad Soced No. 1543
4. Ex-Constable Fida Hussain No. 751
5. Ex-Constable Zia-u-d>‘n No.1581
6. Ex-Constable Sami UUah No. 103 

Ex-Constabic Sndiq AKbar No. 340

Ex-Consialjicyya:: Ali No. 14U2

Ex-PASI Ija:^ Ali No.3 5 (Shoheed Son) 
Ex-Constable Farman Ali No.757

.17 r

0.

9.

10.
i

11. Ex-Coristable Shafiullah No. 298 
Ex-Constable Sher A)i Khan No. 443 
Px-Cnnsi .-ihln Sahir H*Jssaiti' Nn. 14 i

Ex-ConstabIc Sharafa'IrKhan No. 776
Lx-CJiHU.lahU; I .i./.il An wi ■! No.

Ex-Constable Asmat Ali No. 1304 
Ex-Constable Nia^ MOhd No. 822 
Ex-Constablo Abdul W.-icIncI No. 151 
Ex-Constable Muharr\mad Shoaib No 1J.2/RR 
Ex r<.n-,lahi.' Shall HUSSSsVi Nn.
Ex-HC Abdul Wali Khan No. 37u 
Ex-Constable NasecT* Un-din No.],4is 
Ex-Constable Ajmal Khan No.

12. !
1 3.

-1
14.

I 5.

16.

17.

18.

19.
?.n. 17 5 7
21.

22.
v;

23.
1524

1
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Cx-Conr^-iblc Gul Farra Khnn No. 1517. ______
1 Wac^uf.xl No. 1 7!U’.

7^1.•»
[jX'Ctitr.;! .iblo I o/o

Ex-ConstabIo SultanaL Khan No. 55G________

Ex-Connlablo Cakhl NaWab No. l^l/_^'j^_____

25.
26.
77.

Ex-Constablo Saeed ul\ah No. 1043_____________

Ex-Constable Nasir A'i ____________ _
Ex-Constable Zahoor AVimad No. 1038 ________

Ex-Constable Said AkbSr No.1118____________ _

Ex-Constable MuhamfY>ad All No.1850__________

Ex-Constable Falak Zeb No. 8B7______ __________ _

' 'Ex-Constable Adalat KVian No. 1254 __________

Ex-Constable Malak Zftda No. 953______________

Ex-Constable Zahoor A^^rnad No. 165/RR

Ex-Constable Akhtar No. 49________^_
Ex-Constable Shakir HUssain No. 790___________
Rx-Constahle Akbrir A\i No. 120<J_ . ........ .........
Ex-Constabic Akbcr A\; No. 1570_________ ___
Ex-Constable Zoor Muhammd Khan No. 549

Ex-Constable Muhammad Alam No 512______
Ex-Constable Amir Kl-tatam No. 30_____________ _

Ex-Constable. Naseer-Ullah Khan No. 1428______

Ex-Constablc Muhammad Zeb Khan No. 371 ,

Ex-Constable Hayat rhU.hd Khan No. 143_______

Ex-Constable SubhanUllah No. lOG/RR________

Ex-Constable Asad-ul^ah Jan No. .1276_________

Ex-Constable Rnshcc^ Khan No. 33/RR___ ____
nx-C(Mir.table 1-l.nhih-U’r- Rehrn;.in No. 705/RR

Ex-Constablc Abdullalh No. 005_______________
Fx-Consi ahli-' Nin'/ All E.hah No, 130/P.P.

E.X'Conr.labU: Sliei- Alftin Kh;m No, i .__

I'x C''ir;i;ibl(' hnifi N.3lmnnfu! .kati No. 61.5 
■ Ex-Constoblc Muhan^mad Shoaib No. 655

28.

29.
30.

31.
32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.
40. i
41.

;
42.

43.

44.

45.

46.

47.

48.
rA9.

50.

51.
57.

53.

r,'\.

55.
Ex-Constable Ajab KVian No. 17256.
Ex-Constable Tariq No. 153457.
Ex-Constable Karim Ullah Khan No. 608 

Ex-Constoblc Shafi Ullah No. 1506

58.

59.
Ex-Constablc Bashir.Ahmad No. 155760.

Ex-Constoblc Iziiat/Viond No. 125561.
Ex-Constable ShehzBda No.'36562.

Ex-Constable Umar7>.aib No. 1448 
Ex-Constable MajeG(^ Khan No. 81

63.

65.

2
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65. Ex-Constnblc ShomshdY Khon No. 500
66. Ex-Constablc Sabz Ali Rhan No. 

Ex-Conscabte Baktawar Khan No. l?.5l 
Ex-Constable Bacha Wa\i No. 1434 
Ex-Constable Rasheed P^hmad No. 1791 
Ex-Constable Muhd Sh^ Ali Khan No. 463 

Ex-Constable Adalat Khan No. 275 
Ex-Constable Mian Saicii Parvez No. 752 
Ex-Constable Jahan PaYvez No. 293 
Ex-Constablo Rchmat ;^li No. 927 
Ex-Constable Abdul Havnoed No,. 206 
Ex-Constable Bakht Ul\8h No. 92 
Ex-Constable Shokat No. 1371 . 
Ex-Constable Zikriya fVy- 421 
Ex-Constable Zahir Ahmad No. 1450 
Ex-Constable Said Ahnnad Khan No. 917 
Ex-Constablc Bakht Z‘S'<in No. 1694 
Ex-Constable Riaz Muhammad No. 1467

67.

68. ■

69'.

70.

71:

72.

73.
f

74.

75.

76.

77.

78.
i79.

80.
81.

82. i

83. Ex-Constable Zahid UHah No. 1394
84. Ex-Constable Bakht N&mroz No. 667 

Ex-Constablo Mian Saii Gul No. 34485.

86. Ex-Constablc HidayaC Uliah Khan No. 335 
Ex-Constablc Umar Rehman No. 723 
Ex-Constablc Gohnr Ali No. 625'' 
Ex-Constablc Said Azam No. 42/RR 
Ex-AST Am.an Khan 
Ex-Constable Najib Uliah No. 1481 
Ex-Cutv;l.;i!.)lc Ait:;i Uliah No. 1.514 
Ex-Constable Feroz Khan No. 961 
Ex-Constable UbaidlU\ah No. 190 
Ex-Constable Akbar B^ch No. 852 • 
Ex-Constablo Slier Al-am No. 996 ‘

Ex-Constable Muhammad.Ayaz No. 488 
Ex-Constablo Anwnr-ul-Haq No. 572 
Ex-Constablc MLih-nnimad Iqb.nl No. 369 
Ex-Constable Gohar A\\ No. 642 
Ex-Cnnsinhto r^.izw,-TtiUi|l.-ih No. 1454 
Ex-Cohstablo Yousaf Knan No. 350 
Ex-Constablo Farooq Ho. 13 
Ex-Constable Muhammad Shoalb No. 
n>.-Cotist.ahlc Ali Muhgmmnd No.

87.
88.
89.
90.

91.
92. I

93.
94.

95.
96.

97.

90.
99.

;
100.
101 .
102. ;
103.

104.
1528

1 05.
14 56

2
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Ex-ConstablG MumtazAI' No. 62 
Ex-Constable Shah Wa^I Khan No. 1502 
Ex-Constablc Mian KhnVq Jan No. 303

Ex-Constable Luqman A'' No. 95_______

Ex-Constable Johan Ali No. 195 
Ex-Constabic Musliara^ Khan No. J 1.1 3 
Ex-Constablc Amir MuhOnamad No. 176/R.il

Ex-Constablc Alam Khan No. 1070 ______

• Ex-Constnbic Slier SliaVi Nn. 062 
Ex-Constable Arnjid Ali No..lO'1'l 
Ex-Constablc Shcr Ali Khan No. 1353

Ex-Constable Iftikhar No. 564_______________

Ex-Constable Bakht Akbar No. 1238 
Ex-Constable Taj Muhd. No. 1111 
Ex-Constablc Alam Dad^shah No.1196 
Ex-Constablc Liaqat Ali No. 225 
Ex-Constablc I.lac|al Ali No. 253 
Ex-Constable Azam Khan No. 1^27______

Cx-Con-,;l;iblf; ! lohlli Ult'^.b No. M-IA 
Ex-Constablc Yar CadsViah No. 933 
Ex-Constable Nadar SViah No. A6S . 
Ex-Constable Nazir Mubd No. 1379 
Ex-l-IC Asghnr Khan NO. 31 
Ex-Constablc Ali Rasliecd No. IhoO 
Ex-Constablc Eazal RcVlman No. 704- 
Ex-Constable Bakhtaj No. 1329 
Ex-Constable IbrariHUSsain No. 420

106.• .V
107.

108.

109.-

110.

111.

112.
113.
114.

115.

116.

117.
[118.
!119.

120.

121.
122.

123.
124.

125.

126.

127.
128.

129.

130. !
131. ! i
132.

Ex-Constable Zafar Al'jm No. 653133.
Ex-Constable Muhd No. 1633

Fy-Cnrisi ahln Sajjarl K^^ati No. 1518 
Ex-Constable Umar Khi’tab No. iiuy

134.

1.3.5. •

136.
Ex-Conr.!:ablo AlTmad Ali No. 1318 

Ex-Constablc Rchmal A''

Ex-Corvjtablo Iqbal llus'''ain Nn. 148G 
Ex-Constablc P.chmanlJlIah No, 1466 
E.x-Con-a.tljlr Aya/ Ak-mari Nn. 
Ex-Constablc Sadlq hlo. 1470 
Ex-Con.stabic Shafiq-Uv-Rchman No. 851 
Ex-Constable Bashir /\hmad No. 1377 
Ex-Constablc Liaqat No. 1345 
Ex-Constablc-Aziz-Lil-Hasr.an No. 1,170

137.

138.

139.

140.
1 n .1..
142. \
143.
144.

145.

146.

4



;

i

Ex-Constablc Zakir HuS5^‘r' No. 308_____
Ex-Constnblo Midrarull3\i_N^^_£33________
Ex-Coni;l:»l)U' Muslin-' Khan No. lOfi/RP,
Ex-Constabic Zafar. All VLhah No. 7A_____

151. ■ Ex-Constatjlc Najlb Uliah Khan Mo.1^39

Ex-Constable Rahim Khan No. 571_______

Ex-Constable Azam Kh3n No.45 ________

Ex-Constable Mian Said Bacha No. 1362 
Ex-Constable Hazrat A\am No. 1570 
Ex-Constable Irfan Ud'Oin No. 15^9 
Ex-Constable Sher HoS5an Khan No. 685 
Ex-Conslablc Muhd RaTif-l No. 131 /RR ; 
Ex-Constable Mian Saii Farooq No. 333

147.V
148.

149.
150.

152.

153.'
154.

155.'

156:

157.
150.

159.
nx-Conr.l.abl'' Muh.nmfngirl Tnhlr Nn. 1703 
Ex-Constablc Bahaduir fsiaw.-ib Ktian 1035

1 I.O'!

IGO.

161.
1(1/.
1G3. Ex-Constolilc Sami UllSVj No. 1 5I.5U

l.K ( ,t II r.i.'1'll •• An ill i''.ii3n t'l".

Ex-Constablc Muharnm9cl Qasifn No, ir.nn 
Ex-Constable Muhd. Ar'if Khan No. 1393

Ex-Constable Asmat Ah* No. 1723_________

.Ex-Constable Farhad A\i No. 1761 
Ex-Constable Mian Said Ghani No. 1689 
Ex-Constable. Inam Ulish No. lj.45
_______________ j___________________ :— ------------------------k----------------------^ 

Ex-Constablc Umar Favooq No. 1.G77 
Ex-Constable Israr Ahrhad No. 1622 
Ex-Constabie Amal Khgn No. 1569 
ExrConstable. Rehmat All No. 496 •
.ExrCohgtable Zara ’Wah' No. 134 i

Ex-Constable Anwar ullsh No. 1666 
Ex-Constabtc Dnkht KSVam No. 1800 
Ex-Constable Anw.ar Ali No. 1574 
Ex-Constable Aziz Uilah Khan No. 1591 
‘Ex-Constable Hazrat 8'lol-No. 1776 
Ex-Constable Farman (\li No. 217/RR 

Ex-Constable Muhd Al&.m Khan No. 1774 
Ex-Constable Asghar lihan No. 1720

164.

165.,
1

166.

167.

168.

169. 1

170.

171.

172.

173. ■i!

I 174 j i\

175.
176.
177.

178. :

179.

180.

181. ."S
182.

Ex-Constablc Abdullah No. 1661183.

184. Ex-Cdnstable Mohamrnad Azim No. 971

185. Ex-Constable Said Sar iullah No.1600 
Ex-Constablc Samin KVjan No. 1724

— wm I -■ - . - ------------------------ -------------------------------------------■ .

Ex Cons! nhir* .n.-ilni.-m

186.

.1 87. ..I'-.ln.-ir Nn. .1 578

5
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Ex-Con:;L?blG IMeiyal Ali No. IGI'1 
Ex-Constoblo Lioqnt: Ali Khnn No. 
Ex-ConsCobIe';Yaqub Khan No. IGOl

180.
189. :
190;r

Ex-donf.Lobl.C;,rnfm.-in A'i. No. iOGO191.
Ex-Constablc RchmocT'^ib No. 3.G79 
Ex-Con?l;ablc Faya? Al) No. Ol'l 
Ex-Constable ,Waii AhiTlSd No. 841 • 
Ex-Constable Barkat A.\i Khan No. 190/RR 
Ex-Constabic Nazir MoVimood No. 1771 
Ex-Constable Mohim BScha No. 1603 
Ex-Constable Muhd. I<(j.shif No. 1579 
Ex-Constable Nisar Ahmad No.1565

192. :
193.

194. i

195.

•196. ;
197.

198. I

199.

Ex-Constable,Fcizal Hat) No. 1589 
Ex-Constable Ajab KhSn No. 1553 . 
Ex-Constablo SI uih Al i Yiit KnIkui N<j. IG^b 
Ex-Constabic Hnzrat Ali No. 1797 
Ex-ConMTsbln 7.i;i Ullnh Nn. 104/KR 
Ex-Constable Naeem tqbal No.1716 
Ex-Cohstable Amjid Ah No. 1624 
Ex-Constable Farhad/^li No. 127 : 
Ex-Constable Hazrat LUman No. 1691 
Ex-Constable Umar Z3man'No. 160/RR 
Ex-Constable Zafar AlhNo. 159 ,

200.
201.
202.

203;
204.

205.

206.

207.

208.

209.

•210.
4

Ex-Constable Saced tUlah No. 1513 
Ex-Constable Sher BaViadar.Shah No. 211/RR 

Ex-Constabje-Arlf^li Shah.No. 828 
Ex-Constatile Fazai Al a'd No. 1647

211.

212.
:

213. : ;
214.

Ex-Constable Abdur f?£hman No. 1607215.
Ex-Constable Muham lad Ikram No. 240216...

Ex-ConstablC; Inayat U-Ilah No. 1665 
Ex-ConstabIc SajicI Uil9l' No. 3G72 
Ex-Ccnstablc Karim Ujlnh No. 1738 
Ex-Constable Umar r^UJTammod No. 1361 , 
Ex-ConstabIc Nawab t^chmnn No. 1664'

217. :
i 218.

219.

220.

221. ,
Ex-Constnbie Zai UllaV\ Khan No. 9/RR 
Ex-ConstabIc Qayum \i,han No. 1586 
Ex-ConstabIC'Imran A^i No. ,531 
‘Ex-Constable Nasir AVi No. 1623 
•Ex-Constable Riaz Ali No. 1559 
Ex-Constnblc. Haider fVii No.1667 
Ex-Constablc Badsh^)V\ Muhammad No.i4.2/RR

222.
' 223.
224.
225.

;226.

227.
228.

6
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Ex-Constable Sher Zavrian No. 1167___________^ -

Ex-Constable Muhamvnad 3an No. 1708________\ • •
Cx-Concloblc MUm GLl\ tiochn No. 3 G9G______ _

Ex-Constable Saif una"! No-1769 ____________
Ex-Constable Zahir UHah No. 1644 _________ __

Ex-Constablc ParvcGT-Kb^n No. GG/RP.__________

Ex-Constable Muhamvriad Naeem No. 1746

Ex-Constable Fazal B5cha No. 605_____________

Ex-Constable Barkat All No. 1312 __________

Ex-Constable Amir Ze,b No. 1787_____

Ex-Constable Kalim Ullah 3an No. 1656 -

Ex-Constable Zai-ur-Rehman No. 1694. .

Ex-Constablc Muharrirnad Alam No. 1730_______

Ex-Constable Fazal K9vat No. 1658 ______

Ex-Constable Hazratf^awaz Khan No.721_____ _

Ex-Constable Ikram Ullab No. 1606_________
Ex-Constable Tariq ^him No. 1782 ________ _

Ex-Constable Wall Kjhan No. 212/RR____________

Ex-Constable Abdali Khan No. 188/RR__________

~ Ex-Constable Muhammad Parvez No. 63/RR 
Ex-Constable Muhargmad Zahid No. 71/RR

■ Ex-Constable Sardar lAli No. 45/RR____________ _

Ex-Constable Luqmav) No.95___________________
Ex-Constable Ba.had •• All No. 4688/ERP 
Ex-Conscablc Shcr Affcil No. ^300/ERP

229. •V'
6 •

230.
231.

232.

233.

23^.
1

235. ! ./

236.
>

237. c
238.

239.

240.
241. \
242.

243.

244.

245.

246.

247.

248.
« •

249.

250.
251.
252.
253.

Order announced. I

C

(y<AZI 3AMIL-UR-REHMAN) 
Deputy Inspector GenernI of Police, 
Mnlnnnnd Region, Sniclu Sharif, Swat.

•-SAIP*"
:.4

No. /oy. 
Dated

/E,

//_/2010.

Copy for information and nc<, jssary action to the:- 
Provlnclal Police OrOccr, Khybor Pukhtoon hwa, Peshawar. 
District Police Officer, Swat.

Superintendent of Police, FRP, Swat.

c '/

1.
2.
3.

.4
J'i-

.'..
7
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/i7 ^ "
—, l^ Ciciced Peshav/ar

I •

Qums.
Tliis I

S^Vbcr Palditu'nto^a 

^PPe/Jaiit'
>iJirge of absence

Oi^der Is hereby passed m w
^ iJHssecl Co djsposf.

' J olicc Rule-1975

n
of de

Rui„ fi;:.A;P.

-3o., dated !S.03:2009g^^\ivv '

submit-,cd 'ov tx--, . 
by DPO, Dir Lovv "

^om duty for 02 month 

'uld

was dismissed from
wi* vice 0-3 X

s ar.d 04 clays. 
- Was held

> ; I
. ■ ■on 02,03.2017 

v/as posy.'d rr 
«rca because of r

petitioner ■^vherc:
•■•'•K,’'jbu.'i;!

•'’* nppciianr .bellicomenced that he 
on and Warrants to the 
again on his

'‘■•■os: Sumn:
■estenod him time

nrd
iOFC. He 

■■Sts a.nd Taliben

::•' ( •Rc^Sicn
•'-'•'isn*.. rcrrcf-’

i'. ! ; •
’• t ■

ceil phone. ;i -1 :• ;
"nie Board 

’ing his service. M o>«ammed his i'orvice record which 
qualified Recruit Coo 

years, 11

"cvealed that 
•^sc tc'.d A-1 

ca)-s 
iha; the

•■a period of absen

oreover, he has 
keeping in view 07

^ipp=har.: has no bad 
cxaniinericn. ■' Ifentry

threats from JHonrhs and 12 
tJ’c Board decided

Terrorists and Taliban, 

tile intervening
^ervicu ut th(, =i-cdit of poh-ioner'•ICC, howeve 

od in service but
P=':!ion=r is hereby re-instaied inperiod inclndi 

^ot on duty and he will

i
in i<^0 from 

i^nrhiod salary of the i
ilv his co.nsicicrtdl ino', be as ■remain under special

wavch for on ■‘itervening period. Hec year, 
-.vith the

This Order Is is
approval bj- the C iv-ompcfcnt Auihuritv.

H./ ;/'■

;■

■ ''h'lf;CNAJKBH-UU-REU&AN B-UGVi) ■ -

hor Inspector General ■
IChyber l^akhtunich 

Peshawar.

of Police,.
-waj //

'■ : 
^4'^: I ;^^'17.

^ I?
Copy of the above is forwarded t 'If' •if) cto H:--; ;.r>1 “ 

IXf
1. Regional Police Ofn
2. District Police Offi.

PSO ,0 IQP/Khybcr Pukh; 
4- Pa to Addl; ■

vvccr, Miildk-^nd at Swat, 
ccr. Dir Lovver.

(
" .li o-'4

,f 'I
unkhtva, CPO Peshawar.

5 PA . r>r^ '' ^>'^>=1- Pnkhtunkhwu.
■ 0 IG/HQrs: Khyber PnkhtunhhAvo
■ P-'V to AIG/Lcgal, IChyber Pakd 

■7. Office Supdt; £.iY 
;8< Central Registry CeJI

-I t-

ih.‘eshav/a:-.
bM. Pcs, ■I’AI••■•n.r.

irunkhwa, P^sha^vaJ•,
aav/ur.

CPa
i;

• -I'■!
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■■
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■■■■!■■ • - order.

Wisssaasisfffs i: >
was absented hia,self from dutvwV \ ' ^ ,-;V v

■■• • .:-dateof.h,i6,Tomt>vi,I from service. ‘'?^'^« *™"y::2Q..p7.?.0C;8, till ,he' •
• ’; .

Committee recommended him'for ^ '̂

?c-rvice..is^V0f on he wes issueH fin,i ri, ' ' of

• ■'-;m

.-,

. •!

i
- ';•

V-.

■J- ■
r removal from

^- .^'Ds not received '. ’ !.
;f. .' * _ • 1

^'’ In the ijgh't of reco ■' ' ■■■':. ■--"■ ■■
.'•-5

‘ •;

? .
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This order shall dispose of departmental: appeal:,under rule: 1,1 of^Khyber

'''|fe:rt^tP^6.rf^hom:seryice, ^ 'y.. •
" Brief'facts'■ 

;..(yi^lakand .Range was^enlisted as\onstable^ on.26:O7-iO07«^^>^p^^s^,^^ 
^^|§i^^Siftl^ett1rom.0l:Q4.2009,'tillTHe.dat(^ of hi|^i removarfrorrf^eryite;-;^^

':|n this regard he was issued charge sheet ap.d .state.ment pf nllegations.'but

p^pas^^^^^pSp,.,,
■■-Committee recommended hifti for niajp; punishmeo^ ^^

•p • .<
. I'

-V

ii
■•'' :•.- -v

I

;?Am
■..•;;.vp:v;-The.Enciup-
" -^"■^^f-K^j:vice:‘Lai;er ori.he was issued final povy cadse novice .but his re^Jyws W-received ;

wiVhiri-stipMlated-peripd.-_ ■

■ '■. 'in the light 'of'recommendation of Eh’^d^J’fY ' Cd%rh:fe^ ■■;
. 'available Pp^redord he was.getpoved from se.|^jcebY.thf-SP:|RP.M^toPd;:Rangfi

f.' :.-::f-i;::widc office'd4* No*. 294, dated 2,1-02.2009. . / . ■ .

•;

After going.through the available.record it.has...pointed;-put that;ciufirig,the 

prpvidB oppo, umtyo persona ..eoring. , ■ ' ■ --

if'^®:^^^^cing'^he'cpurse of hearingihe contended that at those days-tpe SvJat;yalleY v^s^wndPr.f- f . -..-^ 
^■■contrpl-ol;.paiscreants/Tallban-and;were:.^j:d:riapding,,l<:Ul.ing;;^f^eS^^p|!;^^]^.Cdpf^^f^Ji^^^^^^^

epprPTiemt, .fJ.- .^
; .(f-’pl'CP Department) he. was received threaf from Taliban, .then he^ alpngwj.th his.family ,

W': |fi-W'?“b.^rs;,wefe .cornRu.lsjj(gy.;^ifte?l to.^othe-;^?^)?CR ^ ^

. ■; that^iis rernoval”from seryic|jj0^r;.^w^npt^o.pimuhrcat^^g^himKWl^^pi^^

„v-^-a.P§!.ble apd satisfactory.,

- ■^^cnyert.ed.nto'-n.ajar .' '

Frpfb du.Ey,tho;d-l;hd.'m^‘ifvening::perid'd2W4®##^'?as;'period in. 
i^^y^|ft^':.<er^dcei-^but*'.not on •duty..,and ho'wiii:-;nat-:-be.- eniitled’'for'salary, of his.-absence, and *

• c

. r/v;.0

i

1

.-•• •
i'•u

1 ■:

w

■f-'f,■:'.■■■

SiSisMsss^^^^ms
:■ '
"• ^:.
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EEFORE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR1
1

i i

S.A Uo.-^ /2012 !'•
■;

bx^'rijv^ V't cV-^sv.
- :i.

!''Ui!-.' 1 All Tj/o Muhanimod Moi'.hal Khan 

! r-7o C har 3agh, E:<-C. No. 4703, FRP 

, Poll':' Station PVkta, Swat ....

UV;'1 . /
-;’-'o I i'A i'

r - •
tt:. AppelUmiI

i

1 .!.••i 1 versus '••,

Commanclant,

•p'oshawar.

FRP. KPK.i.

;
I ,2. .. superintendent of Police, fRP 

•■’•lalaKond Region, Swat.5

•'rovinciol Police Officer, KPK.■V

I'-'.es'.ponclc.nis;;^;lsavvar

•:4?vr-

APPEAL AGAINST ’ OFFICE ORDER

INQ.1964-G5/EC. DATED 0 9.04,2017. OF ;
•: : P..N0.1 (APPELLATE AUTi-IORITY^

sW i-l EREBY 171: PRESENTATION ,PJ:

APPELLANT WA.9 REJECTED AGAINST
' I

N0.13S D-ATED 10.:l0.20dG OF R.NO,2 
X i-'t j- (.-ti .t t.U IM A 1-_______ AiU O U 17'’V V

,a;tJ-.ANX.jiR.oPL,.JiH. 
poB.j:^;ix.FGALX7^:or-x

!•

-V''.(L’|.>::r: fu 1 Iv Sh'ev^^el:h,i

That on 25.07..7007, appellant; was enlisted as FRP constable in. 

> a 1 a 1< a ri d P. a n g r} t.-i y R. M c:. ,1. '

.1.(,
i •

Mtt.-lV; :-. U’d IC-titCi'}

ilioL ;!: was an n-.irnated foci 'J-iat; tiui whole Sv'Ui! v.iilicy vv,:i-.: 
'■'dei- I'ho .-.'Cinl ro! .-m' '•di'.---M';.-ini'•:/'r,':iltC.,-|iK n

'i.";oi'ju-'iY incfijS'Ctiv'.;;., I'liscreanis/'ralibnn

-rn)Vi 1 'i I- , Iil'.jC /

. C«P..'.v-

P'diUippinQw Cl''.-;

.'.ii'.''i;i ni'Mi hi-1H•,i<IIII.; ( n

\I
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1 Ol'cicr or other proceedings with signiiturc ot Judge _
and that of parties where necessary.

:I . ' - y)a\,c of 
Order or 
proceedings.

of! I,

f'rv' 'viV'
(if
S, . ' '■ rf ) 
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ij-ri' '.’eding
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I

I

j lyi'.rQtlli Tl-ir. KMYBBR I’AICM'I'UNICI-IWA S'lRVlCl^JdUiii-LhlAU 
1 ^ ^ ' PAMP COURT SWAT •

/■
1'

I I

(lylui-iul Ali Vs. ConnnandLnn;lTvPJ<JM:CXc>l'llP^^^ J

KJOGMI^NT
•;I

•i

I

MUHAMMAD AZIM KHAN. ArillDl. CMAlL^MAN;
02.05.2016

1 Appellant with counsel, and Mr. Muhammad Zubair. Scnioi 

Government Pleader alongwllh Mushlaq Ahmad. Inspecioi (Legal) 

: I'or the respondents presen..

I
! I

of Muhammad Ma.shal Khan hercinaIlerMur;,id Ali son

the appclhant has prcfcrrcil ihc instant appeal against 

order dated 09.4,2012 communicated to the appcilani on 02.5.21)12

J

I

rdrerred to its

vide which his departmental appeal against origma.i order dated 

10.10,2008 ofremoval [Vom service was regretted.

the present appeal arc that the-Brief facts giving rise to

appointed as Gnnstahle in PIU’ Malakand ILiiigeappellant was 

i(!c iippi'iruinc'ii

found absent from duty for a period ol 2 monihs ami k du-vs imd 

aricr'conduciing enquiry removed from service vide order daicti

X' '■

It-K->- ilaU'il 2;'b07.?.0t'7, -Wliik; na; ;;'.i I I u; .'ISI ll'(I A'
■)

I

10.10.2008 whcrc-against cjcpartincnlal appeal of dv;; appellant 

■ svas rciccicd on 09.d.2012 and hence the instant service itppcal mi !

{

:

i

23-.05,2012. t

F
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---------wTi^vc: hciu-cl iii-sumcnls of Uic Icm-ncd counsel- Tor ihc

parlies and perused Ihe record.

::
;

Perusal of ihe record would soonest duiL eharne .'-.heel dated 

communicated to the appellant on the allee^uions

I'lndinns/rcport oT the 

had not lurncd up in response to ; .

;

09.0S.2008 was 

oT wilful absence, however, accordms. to

enquiry committee appellant 

noucc issued 10 Ihc oppclloni for resumiou duly end li.cng iiu j 

from-thc record.that enquiry procedure

I

wn;' \
enquiry. U is evident

w-as neitheras the appellaiitfollowed by the enquiry commiliee

the enquiry proceedings nor any opporiumiy

of absence.

not
of

associated with
I ;

afforded to him . and, furthermore. in case t
hearing

publication of any notice in prescribed manners

Purlhcrmorc the alleged period ot absence

!

not made in; was !

was
the newspapers

!
Ihc stance of ll'Cduring the days of militancy and. accordin” to 

;ippcnanl. similarly placed employees

iilso entitled to .same trealmeni.

\
I

were. I'cinsialeii in ser\'ii:e j

.■i(}d ihtit appellant ivv:i,s

1

ii'’.' whereinSLibicelcd to cnquii'’

followed nor appellant

Since the appeilani vva.s
;

neither prescribed pfOcedLire 

associated with the same as such we 

set aside the impugned original order dated

was

deem it more appropriate to

10.10.2008 -as well as

ihcreor reiigda'.f
HtMPf dint'd nn.rppnp. and as

plaeing the rcsp'Midcnis
nmO

the appellant in service.
lihcriv ii'at

s
• 11;,in id'o-r.h. if n';ed he, i• ,-d a-'inusl the app'deparlincnlally pm 

mid dial die plea of dic.appc.nanl in rcspccl

i

of rcinsiatcntcnt ol' 1)
1

i

.shall also be taken into accouuiin servicesimilarly placed persons

eluded within t!U: a period nf '. durinct the enquiry which .'^hall be con

In case llte2 inandi foyni die dale id' ''I' diis jiidiimcni

1
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;
kind 'IShe ireLned ns lenvc ol ihc

however Icl'i ro benr ihcir1 own
. Parties arc

room,
costs.

I:
: ./ j

\
\\'§ I

!■

J

■1 ;I 1
j^-t

/
I

■>'

■Ccr,'!^ P !

.•
:nsM...v:lv.v;w 

■:'ie;'.h:VPdn>
1'.,- If;..v.'.':«.

1'. ;iI

I

;

<s:2;2'^L^
1•';

!!
IM- iiJo! •|!

>
* \ • »

: P -?/ P 
;:3,^/>

/PIJ.-
'C' ;»e ..

r

;
1

!

•1.

;

A



f'

^^^^Q^^3ffiKHYBERPAKHTUNKHWA qppy 1C1-^

- CAMP COURT .SWAT mtrlbunal.

Service Appeal No. 957/2016 

Date onnstitution...

Date ofdecision...

v- ;1- '1':7> P0A08.20I6 il%[\ ^ p07.12.2017
N.

■-x-Consiable • 
(Appellant)?s;z sj,.r ... .I

i
?
i
i Versus

1. Superintendent of PoliICC, FRP Miilakand Region, Malakand and iwo others. :

(Respondents)
arbab saiful KAMAL.
Advocate

MR. KABIRULLAH KHAT'I'AK, 
Addl Advocate General

Por appellant,

■or respondents.

MR. NIAZ MUI-iAM.MAD RMAN 
MR. MUHAMMAD HAMID MUGHAL,

JUDGMP.NT

CllAlRMAN
mizmblr

NIAZ MTJHAMMAD kham^ 

^disposed of other

958/2016 Fazal Yaseen

CHAIRMAXi- - I liis judgment shall 

Muhammad S'd\6,

"1- ^'nd No. % 1/201 6 Umar All

a/iso
connected appeals No. 697/2016 

No. 959/2016 Alzal Khai

in all the appeals common questions ol'law and rac,.s

J< •
No.

arc involved,

2. Arguments of the learned counsel lor the parlies heard tind record perused..

FACTS

3. The appellant Shaukai 

service, on 28.08.2016.

Ali. Umar Ali and AlV.al 

the appellant

Khan ^^'cre removed
from •:

Fazal Yaseen was removed from

attested

r.' 1
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\ ' service on 02.02.200.9 and the appell.m 

service on 21.09.2009. The appellants then

which were

witiiin the stipulated time.

Miihiiiunuid Siiccd \v:is I'cinuved from

filed dcpurlmeiiia! appeals belatedly 

rejected then the appellant also approached this Tribunal belatedly
•V' ■

not

' ARGUMF.NT.q

4. The learned counsel for the 

removal from service are void

.1.
appellants argued that-the 

because, all liicse orders have

, : .retrospective effect. That in.view of judgment reported 

I . 'limitation shall

very, orders of
■■■V ;

been given

as 19S5-SCMR-] 178 no

run against void order.

T,
5. On the other hand the learned 

departmental appeals

Addl. Advocate General argued that the ■ 

I bat tlie revision within the

iA
V

hopelessly time barred. 

' meaning of Rule 11 -A of Khyber Pakhtunkhw

are

a I’olicc Ruk-.s, 1975 could. not
.,enlarge the period of limitation, 

department.

That all the coda! formalities
fulfilled by thewere

i
■|

TONCLUSTON

-j 6. Regardless of other 

these orders have been ei 

judgnients delivered by this Tribunal 

' SCMI^-1178 the

.. . ■ against void order.

merits of the ease it .is an admiiied Pusiiion that ail

given reirospeclive elTecl and in view of
SO many

on ihe basis of.iudgmcu i-cpoacd i 

retrospective order is a void order anti
m 1985-

i'50 limitation shall run

•V.

• , - 7. Since no limitation
runs-against a void order, 

revision would not curtail the rights of the
tiiiy successive appeals or j

.'■•.V

appellants qua the limiiati>on or in other
I
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V

respect. Presuini 

with, the void order

;^'ng lhal all oilier elements 

cannot be sustained

of due processes have been compiledV

on this score alone.

8. As a sequel to the above

are rein.staicd in service.

(Jiscussio n, the present appeals V:;are accepted and •
the appellants

ihc department is however, at liberty to 

a period of ninety days. '
hold denovo proceedings in accordance with law within 

ntervening period shall

1

■iaThe i
be subject to the final 

^>■0 left to bear their

•' .*
outcome of the denoyo'

proceedings. Parties A .

own costs. File be consigned to the^
record room. •••s'

!
■y

i !

Date of Present - t

I.•*

Copv
i.-

Ur..-:

Tot •

N ^ .

T>ii.'r ofC.-.:

Date of Delive
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
PESHAWAR

Service appeal No. 571/2018 
Amir Shah Ex Const: 388 Appellant

VERSUS

District Police Officer, Kohat & others Respondents

PARAWISE COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS.

Respectively Sheweth:-
Parawise comments are submitted as under-
Preliminarv Obiections:-

That the appellant has got no cause of action.

That the appellant has got no locus standi.
That the appeal is not maintainable in the present form.

That the appellant is estopped to file the instant appeal for his own act. 

That the appellant has not come to this Hon: Tribunal with clean hands. 
That the appellant concealed facts from this Honorable Tribunal.
That the appeal is badly time barred.

a.
b.

c.
d.

e.

f.

g-

FACTS:-

1. Pertains to record, hence no comments.

Pertains to record, hence no comments.

incorrect, the appellant while under three years service absented himself from 

lawful, duty w.e.from 18.05.2011, till his removal from service after proper 
departmental proceedings conducted against the appellant.

The appellant while posted at Police lines Kohat absented himself from lawful duty 

vide Daily Diary No. 23 dated 18.05.2011, therefore, proper departmental 

proceedings were initiated against him, which culminated into his removal from 

service under Removal From Service (Special Powers) Ordinance 2000. Copy of 
daily diary, charge sheet, statement of allegation, inquiry, and show cause notice 

are annexure A to E.

incorrect, the appellant did not file any appeal before the respondent No. 2.

Incorrect, the appellant had filed a Mercy Petition before the respondent No, 2 after 
a laps of more than 06 years. Hence, the mercy petition was filed by respondent 

No. 2 vide his office No. 2400/EC dated 07.03.2018 and the appellant was informed 

accordingly. Copy is annexure F.

The appeal of the appellant was processed by respondent No. 3, which was found 

badly time barred for the period about 07 years and filed vide No. S /1265/18 dated 

03.04.2018.

Incorrect, the appellant has no concern with the other order if any passed by the 

respondents as each and every case has Its own facts. Furthermore, the appellant 
was awarded punishment for his own conduct / act.

The appellant is estoppedfo file the instant.appeal.for his own conduct.

2.

3.

4.

5. .
6.

I

7.

8.

9.

i:L



Grounds:-

Correct to the instant of enrollment of appellant, however, during his short span of 

service i.e under three years, the appellant willfully absented from lawful duty and 

removed from service after due process under the law / rules.

Incorrect, each and every case has its own facts and merits. Furthermore, the 

appellant approached departmental appellate authorities after a laps of about 6/7 

years from the date of his removal from service.

incorrect, the appellant was departmentally dealt with for his own conduct under the 

law & rules and no discrimination was made.

Incorrect, the appellant willfully absented from lawful duty. The appellant 

summoned through local Police / service of charge sheet by DSP HQrs, but the 

appellant was not found, however, his father named Sufi Ali Shah was informed, 
who endorsed his signature on the summon. Similarly, final show cause notice is 

also served at his home address but the appellant refused to get the final show 

cause notice.

Incorrect, the appellant was a member of a discipline force. Therefore, he 

bound to follow rules and regulations. Furthermore, retention of such element in a 

discipline force was burden on public exchequer. The remaining para is incorrect 
and irrelevant.

incorrect, the appellant was treated in accordance with law & rules.

Incorrect, all the codal formalities were fulfilled during the departmental 
proceedings.

Keeping in view of the above, the appeal is without merit and not substantiated and 

badly time barred. It is, therefore, prayed that the appeal may kindly be dismissed with cost 
please.

a.

b.

c.

d. was

e. was

f.

g.

Pro^S^Jal-Poliee-Officer, 
Khyber Pakhtugkhwa,

(Respondent No. 3)

Regional P^da^icer, 
l^haW^

(Respons^t m. "

Disfqi^ojrce Officer,
hat

(Respondent No. 1)
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Service appeal No. 571/2018 
Amir Shah Ex Const: 388 Appellant

VERSUS

District Police Officer, Kohat & others Respondents

COUNTER AFFIDAVIT

We, the below mentioned respondents, do hereby solemnly 

affirm and declare on oath that contents of parawise comments are correct and 

true to the best of our knoxvledge and belief. Nothing has been^egpcealed from 

this HonyTribunal.

\

Region

(Responden

PoN^Offlcer,
K(Jhw\

Provinwal PolicdOffleer, 
KhyberPakhtun\shwa, 

(Respondent No, 3)
f

Dis^l i/Pplkre Officer, 
-I K^at

(Respondent No. 1)
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/ •; -"■5 ORDER

This order is passed on the Ex-parte departmental enquiry 

against Constable Aamir Shah No. 388 of this district Police under Removal 

from Service {Special Powers) Ordinance 2000.
^ -

A

Facts of the Ex-parte departmental action are that the above 

named official while posted at Police Lines Kohat and, absented himself for his 

lawful duties with effect from 18.05.20,1,1 till to-date without 

permission from the competent authority.

Charge Sheet/Summary of Allegations which was sent at his 

home address and Mr. Mushtaq Hussain, DSP HQrs: Kohat was appointed as 

Enquiry Offieer. The enquiry offieer in his finding submitted has recommended 

guilty of the charges, final Show Cause Notice was also sent at his home 

address and one of his^ relative namely Mati Ullah S/0 Latif Shah R/O 

Sheikhan stated that the said defaulter official has

any leave or

not present in his house 

and has gone abroad to Dubai. Neither he appeared before the enquiry officer 

given any reply to the departmental proceedings so far and is slill absent.nor

So far enquiry conducted into the matter, recommendation 

of the Enquiry Officer and long absence from government duties
undersigned reached to the conclusion that his further retention in the Police 

Depaitment is not justified as the allegations leveled against him are proved 

beyond any shadow of doubt and Ex-parte departmental action

the

is taken
against him, therefore, he is dismissed from service under the Removal from 

Service (Special Powers) Ordinance 2000 from the date of absence i.e
18.05.201 1.

8&T Vv-'

OB No.
•

.A
o/ 'Date 72011 DISTR] CT POLICE OFFICER, 

J KOHAT

/ ■■

F;\PA workVFinul +Show Cause' t- Charge Sheet ^Expldnatio^.\0 R D E R.doc
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No'f*

Dated /2011
Subject;

Memo;

duplfcate) issued against 

upon him at his following
icate copy duly signed by him be returned to tnis office

is as under.

Constable Aamir Shah No, 388, one copy of the same served

astoken of its receipt for further necessary action. His home address 
Constable Aamir Shah No. 388 S/0 Sofi Aii Shah 

R/O Village Sheikhan^ PS MRS, Kohat.

I
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i WHEEEAS, vcn.i Coaistab.

corniTutied gross iinscond-ucE: as dellned in Secdon of
NWFP. Rernr;

) d)xainance 200(X resuhanritlv
Fliai-gi:: Sneeied/O'ere

^iaierneru, oi aliegadons atid iVi,E\
HQrs:, Kojiai was appointed as Enquijy Officer 
enquiry as per decision of tlie Corn

fo conduct proper departmental
peterit. Autlioritv.

2,
Enquiry Officer Onaiized the e t 'i c.j u 1 ry pro c e e d i n g s. 

audience of reievanr record. '
giving you v’pjrot luinhes o.f defence besides 
0raise<;ue.n.1. upon tire conipletion of
hpid VO,, or,.1,0 - , , the Enquiiy Officer
' ; ■ - - ou.llv o, ..he charges leveled a,fia,ns, you a.s per Cha..-ge Sheet, .A,

copy
enclosed.

3.
on. going throu.glr 

recorntuertdattott of E,,:,qtr,ty, Officer, tire atatetda!, pia^.d 

:ion(.ie.]ifed

tire .finding and 

on. record and otiier 

- f' and-
pC! siat:ernent of allegatio.ns 

be a^v'a.rded punisliment. under

.........  : that you have cornm.ttcd the trnscortduc
-'.u.. gtii.b.y o.f the diarges leveied aga.i.nst' you as 

rendered you liable towiiich stand pi'oved and

th<r said (.)rdimmce.

competent Autiiority issue Final Show Cause Notice

or more penalties nreiudmg the
tentatively decided to i 

penaiiy of ■Vl.mm.issa.i .ironi Serv,!ce
inrpose upon you any'one

, ' Vou are the.refore, required to Show Cause
penairy sh.ouid not be imposed 

tie licard

as to why the a.ibr(isaid 

you desire tonpon you, also intimate whether
in i:)c.]-'So.ri..

If no reply to this Noti.ee is received within
seven, (7) days of its 

course of circumstrrnces. it will be considered/presumed
no dele,n,ce to put. ui and in tlrai:

delive.ry in the normal

ifhat you have
case an. e.x-parte action shall be

vo!.;i.
1
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/ fnFhou© No; 9260112. 
Fax__ No: 9260114.2 rj ' .

C;./

From: - The Regional Police Officer, 
Kohat Region, Kohat.

To: ~ ■ The District Police Officer, Kohat.

Dated Kohat the _/
4No. /EC, > /201S.

Subject: - MERCY PETITION.

MEMO:

The attached mercy petition, preferred by Ex-FC Amir .Slmh 

, was examined and filed by W/RPO Kohat being 

-years.

The appellant may be informed accordingly please.

No. 388.of Kohat district Police

badly time-barred about more than 06

7^ 1^'•p<Tsy

R^ional Pdice Officer, 
" Kohat RegionbV
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"0-rV
BEFORE THE DEPUTY INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE

KOHAT REGION KOHAT
/

Subject: < •
MERCY PRTmnNy

amni*. •

k^«s|3ected Sir,

umantonan

Police. Uni?K?ha? S^lbseTted^hmi if f *at while posted at

till 01-12-2011 without anv leave n duties w.e.f. 15-08-2011
on the above cWe XartmentaY™"'“” competent authority,
petitioner, and as a rfsult ofex-??? denaY'^ conducted against the 
removed from service by DPO Et petitioner was
01-12-2011. (copyoOhi"orde?is?nUose?

for disposal" on

rc-urst?"™ iIitrvSe?S?r^^^^^^ ^is
petitioner had to shoulder the Lk ^terrf ^he fact is that the
His kids which expenditures could nS be met Sh^hr,'" Yh

pa^A with the limited source of his

Ihe petitioner fa.ced serious financial cri 
went abroad to make his fortune 
favour him.

- crises and therefore the petitioner 
tp support his family but the luck did not

The petitioner has five years service in the police department but

future.

committed never 
service record
committed bv 

now promises that he shall abide by the rules in

It is therefore,--instated in service w,00rL*m-1^200a?d"0’ 0- -^^y be

.v.y «ck benefit,. Tbe peb.ioner f.„.,y „„ n'e 2“” taTsSAlT”

/

Yours Obediently

Ex. Constable Amir Shah 
No. 388
S/o Sofi Ali Shah 
R/o Sheikhan Kohat 
Mob. 0334-0403939

■ h
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BEFORE THE KPK. SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

S. A. No. 571 / 2018

Amir Shah D.P.O &. Othersversus

REPLICATION

Respectfully Sheweth.

Preliminary Objections:

All the preliminary objections are illegal and incorrect. No 

in support of the same is ever given as to why appellant 
has no cause of action, locus standi, not maintainable, estoppel, 
unclean hands, concealment of facts and time barred.

reason

ON FACTS

1-2., Needs no comments.

3. Not correct. When appellant was under 3 years of service then he 

should be discharged from service and not to dismiss him. He 

served in various Police Stations.

4. Not correct. The para of the appeal is correct. When appellant 
dismissed from service on 1-12-2011, giving a retrospective-effect 
i.e. 18-05-2011 then there was no need to dismiss him from 

service as the impugned order becomes void ab-initio, illegal, so 

under the law, he cannot be dismiss in 

proceedings were carried out as per the mandate of law.

was

service. No proper

5. Not correct. Appellant filed appeal

respondent No. 2 as is evident from the same.
on 14-12-2011 before

6. Not correct. Subsequent representation was filed which 

rejected on 7-3-2018 for no legal reason.
was



2

7. Not correct. No limitation runs against void order and as stated 

above because the originai as weii as appellant order, etc. 
quite illegal.

were

8. Not correct. Similarly and equally placed and positioned servants 

be treated similarly and equally to avoid discrimination.

9. Not correct. The para of the reply is not replied to the contents of 
appeal regarding acceptance of other appeals by this hon'ble 

Tribunal as is evident from the attached judgment.

GROUNDS:

All the grounds of the appeal are legal and correct, while 

that of the reply are illegal and incorrect. The same are again 

adopted. The original order was given retrospective-effect, so the 

super structure built on it, shall fall on the ground automatically.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that the appeal be 

accepted as prayed for.

ppellant

Through

Saadullah Khan Marwat 
Advocate,Dated: 05-03-2019

AFFIDAVIT

I, Amir Shah, appellant do hereby solemnly affirm and declare that 

contents of the Appeal & replication are true and correct to the best 
of my knowledge and belief while that of reply of respondents are illegal 
and incorrect.

I reaffirm the same on oath once again to be true and correct as 

per the available record.
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BEFORE THE KPK, SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

S. A. No. 571 / 2018

Amir Shah D.P.O &. Othersversus

REPLICATION

Respectfully Sheweth,

Preliminary Objections:

All the preliminary objections are illegal and incorrect. No 

reason in support of the same is ever given as to why appellant 
has no cause of action, locus standi, not maintainable, estoppel, 
unclean hands, concealment of facts and time barred.

ON FACTS

Needs no comments.1-2.

3. Not correct. When appellant was under 3 years of service then he 

should be discharged from service and not to dismiss him. He 

served in various Police Stations.

Not correct. The para of the appeal is correct. When appellant was 

dismissed from service on 1-12-2011, giving a retrospective-effect 
i.e. 18-05-2011 then there was no need to dismiss him from 

service as the impugned order becomes void ab-initio, illegal, so 

under the law, he cannot be dismiss in service. No proper 

proceedings were carried out as per the mandate of law.

4.

Not correct. Appellant filed appeal on 14-12-2011, before 

respondent No. 2 as is evident from the same.

5.

6. Not correct. Subsequent representation was filed which was 

rejected on 7-3-2018 for no legal reason.

-si
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7. Not correct. No limitation runs against void order and as stated 

above because the original as well as appellant order, etc. were 

quite illegal.

8. Not correct. Similarly and equally placed and positioned servants 

be treated similarly and equally to avoid discrimination.

9. Not correct. The para of the reply is not replied to the contents qf 

appeal regarding acceptance of other appeals by this hon'ble 

- Tribunal as is evident from the attached judgment.

GROUNDS:

All the grounds of the appeal are legal and correct, while 

that of the reply are illegal and incorrect. The same are again 

adopted. Tlie original order was given relrospectlve-elTect, so Uie 

super structure built on it, shall fail on the ground automatically.

- It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that the appeal be 

accepted as prayed for.
]

ppellant

Through S—^
Saadullah KharvMarwat 
Advocate,Dated: 05-03-2019

AFFIDAVIT

I, Amir Shah, appellant do hereby solemnly affirm and declare that 

contents of the Appeal & replication are true and correct to the best 

of my knowledge and belief while that of reply of respondents are illegal 
and incorrect.

I reaffirm the same on oath once again to be true and correct as 

per the available record.

1-
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Cj'cu. -'. ■-. ■y
/.//,• ✓

' LX-..
• / c - n ;;/

} Uji

Abdui* S/o Saced Khan,

R/o Banda Hassan Abad, Sliali|>ur, Koliai

cx- C.No.] 124, Police Line, FRP, Koiiat..........

’/crsus

Superintendent of Police, I'RP., Kdhat 

Additional IGP, FRP, KPK, PeshaAvar 

3. Commandant., FRP, KPK, Peshn^var .

yi

//

A pi' v 11);

1
i ■

1.
. ■)

Responden (:s

AlMMyMy.AGAINST Ql'lMCf: ()R1)F,R Ofi N0.7L 

RATF/O 21.02.2009 OF R.NO.l WITFRFIT/

oiscrargin) \<R(:m.AP PILL LA NT • \;v ,.A '•••

SFRvrcE wrm efffco' from 08.01.2009 or

OFFICER ORDER NO. 4932-33/l-:C. DATFi)
OF R.NG.2 . •WHFREin/28.07.2011

REPRESENTATION OF APPELLANT WAS

• /7 REJECTED FOR NO LEGAL REASON.
_Vv; -A^>i'L:.'.T7

Tounscl Tor ihc oppoHiiii^ ond Mr. Ihs.oodlnli. AS] Monroviili Mr,

Pieiider i'or ivspoiiJciiO; pre^ifou^
iLio.doir)""

Muhammad Jan. Govci'nmenl

heard and record I'lcrvisaci.
Vide our detailed a,nicnl of today inin enniiecled .Serv'ice .Appeal Mo.-

1570/201 T titled “MuhaiT.mad Farooq-Vs- iupermlcndent ni Loiit-o, MO. 

Kohai and others”-, this appeal is- also disposed ol as per
lel't 10 bear their O'.v.n eosis, Mlc .be eonsipne

llu- sai'.l detailed 

1 to llu-.
/

judgmenl. Parties 

record room. .

arc

*
c/A ■ AA ■ARNOI.INCFID 

3-1.10-.2016 Lb att-a tA'" "V/
y

('■

/. _.'i

/: ////
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. iviy'll'.is ordor will dispose ol( de-novo deparlmenlal enquiry conclucluO ci'joiii:.!
Abdu!' RulKiian Mo. 1116/FRP under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Disciplinary Rules 1975 (AniuncJud 
201.-1),' • •

111• .A
,A'::
'1% The defauller Conslable Abdur Rehman No. 11 IG/FRP.v/hils posled ai FRP Lines Kohoi, 

had absunlud hinisoll (rom odicia! duly w.o.f 08.01.2009 vide DO No. 09 d.aled 08,01.2009 lo 19.02.2009 
(Total absence period is 42 days) wilhout any pripr.permission of the competent authority,

Departmental proceedings were initialed against him by the then SP FRP Kohal, Charne 
sheet willi surnniary of allegations was issued to him vide office No. i37/PA dated 09.02.2009 and the then 
tnsimcloi FRP Gut Rcieos Khan was appointed as enquiry oflicer. Tho defaullor nllicinl did not ^ailunii^ rrjiily 
lo charge slieet. Therefore, a general advertisement v/as published in Daily Mashriq dated 10.02.2009 will'i 
Ilia diioclions lo oil absentee constables to report their arrivat for duty otherwise ex-pade proceedings wili 

• ba lakcn agaio-sl them. Lven thcii lhc defaulter constable did not join duty. 1-ionr.e ox-ociu.o ..ujIk 
luken ariainsl him and he was discharged from'sen/ice under Removal Ironi Service Special Powee 
Ordinance, 2U00 vide OB No. 74 dated 21.02.2009. Against that order he picfeiiud an ap|;eal tm!...n. .' 
aooollalo'nulhohiv I'iul his appeal was reieclcd being lime barred by the appellate auihodiy vide oliico oru'

, Eixlsl: No-4982;33/t-:C dated 28.07,2011. . '
Ttioreaftor, he approached Service Tribunal Khyber Pakhlunkhv/a Peshowrir by liT.g 

service Appeal Mo. 1869/201 1: Tho honorable Service.Tribunal vide judgment doted 3';,10.2016 r:e.:..-.:i)p;n 
apoeal of the diAauiter olficial by setting aside bolKliie said orders and leaving the competent autnoiity G
liberty lo pmcccd agoinst ihe appellant (defaulter ofneial).afresh if deems appropriate.

compliance vdth judgment'ofA.IHonorable Service Tribunal, deiaulier oliiciai v;ns 
reinsiaied in sc-;: .nee by Wohhy Commandant FRP KhyberPakhtunkhv/a Peshawar vide order No .802;si, 

^ Legal dated 17.nl.2017 with the direction to this o!riCe,to',cpnduclde-novo enquiry against liim.
Accordingty, after making arrival'Teport.at’FRP'Lines Kohal. defaulter constaluo wm; 

issued charge Lieel with summai7 of allegation vide this office,No. 40/PA dated 27.01.20! < and R.l. f Ri 
, . Shaukat HaVal v./as appointed as enquiry officer to unearth theTeal facts. The-enquiry officer submutud Ins

finding report wherein lie recoimmended the said official for suitable punishment.
■■ A final show cause.notice Na.:.54/PA. dated, 03.02,2017 was issued lo the delnuilc': 

constable He replied to final show cause notice wherein'he staled that he was severely ill due In whiG-, lu, 
was unable lo report back in his place ol duly. He,also produced medical documonis i:i ihis lenmd. iG: w..
ca"ed in ontedv room cn 14.02.2017 and heard in person.

' ' Service record perused which, revealed that he was appoiriiod as (.LmsiniG- on
20 10 '^On ', in FRP Kohat Range. He has unblemished soivice record as during whole service ol iiv--.'
years'iie ;'-d remained absenfonly for 03 days. In such circumstances lenient view is laken.

Therefore I. Mian Imtiaz Gul SP.FRP-Kohat Range, Kohat in exercise of po-woi:. vnsi 
me under Rule 5(5) of Khyber Pakhtunkhv/a Police'.Rules-1975 (Amended in 2014), awarrl hsn 
punishiTienl ol forfeilLire of two years approved.;'se,ryice.\His. absence period ]>\ 42 clays is Iroated

absence from duly.

-21
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a mino1m
• ^

m (Mj/n.lmiiazGul) 
SUPERlNTEltewT OF POLICE 

KOHATRANGH. KOHAT.
.FRP

'obno,...Z£^___

Dated; //- q gi .../2017

! ;•
fm'-/ (>■m

Copy lo of above is forwarded lo the:-
1, Worthy Commandant FRP Khyber Paklv.unldiwa. .Peshuw 

reference to Order No. 502/Sl, Legal dated 17.01.201/ lur luvour 
information please. ■ ■

2 PayC[iicer%;,.i^.'^v.w" ■ ■
5. Reader
4. SRC
5. OHC

•.viki
IT/>m

V. ■

M'r-" li:::';/. For.further necessary action./
mi

?m I It
XliaiT/nitiaz Gul) 

SUPERiNW^ENT OF POLICE, 

KOHAT RANGE, KOHAT

/•( \ Ir E
5 f k'-,1lAi (A /

i
'y

G' ^1/f4v
/>-.

W57 i.: ./ •L/
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7 T^UYRF.R P A KHTIJNK TRIBUNAL
•BEFORE

• PFBl-IAWAR
’■\M. <•

i: ■ SERVICE appeal NO. 1570/2011

Date of institution . ... , 12,09.2011^ ' 
.Date of judgment ... '3L10.2015

/.
/•■' ••

mi-m I! .W-

'K't . \
7 • y/'

Mohammad 1-ai'Ooq S/o Muhammad Kama],
■K/o Sulaiman Talaab, Shahpur. l<ohai 
Ex-Constable No. 1116, bolice L.ne, hRl , Nohal.

VERSUS

rPs-P. Kohat.
■ n-p pRp.'KPN. Peshawiir. 

•RiL :;?K..i7^dav.':\r.
• .?* n •

(RespondcnislCo:r.:r.a:-.a0.

- dated 21.02.2009__OF 
WAS discharged._FRQM 

nEETP.P ORDER NO-^STTb 
■ M'llEKE.nV

pEwrE/ORDER OB_Na^

pwSSifiEsSS&^ ,
a.Ci.-VlNST

N(V

>N-

For appellant. 
For respondenls. oMr. Arbab Saibublvamal, Advocate.

Muhammad, .Ian, Government PleaderMr,

member (EXECUTIVE):':^; .
^member (JUDICIAL) /-..-t ,MPv. ABDUL L.ATIF 

MR. PIR B'AKHSEI SHAl-l
1

lUDGMENT

lo.lhc inslaiil aiipeal areFacts giving riseAB D U1. 1 ATlF'-MlMBUiiL
2004. Thai the mother of the appellanl

her look-after and that ilie .

, appellant

appointed as conslablc in ihc ye;a ^

no one, except appellant to cany
the appellant 

. .. became seriously ill and

was

was

is official duty.foi- 45 days. That on 21.02.2009

with effect from 01,09.2008
appellant was unable to perform his

dischat-Ecd fi-om service by respondent No. 1
• was

thereafter appellant submitted representation before, the.audrority. lor
retrospectively. 1 hat 

reinstatement in service
8 07.201 1 and licnce the inslanl seivu cwhich was rejected on 2

!1



B

:

/■

f-
■)

.f'
/ .

a prayer lhal on acceplance ol'Ibis .service appeal,order dated 2 1 .()2.2(.i()9 ol.' 

No. 1 and order dated 23:07.2011 of. respondent- No, 2 be sci-n.sidc and

• J

aft'•V

f/frjT.iy

iK- "'^|^|y'^ippc;Ilant he reinstated in service

The learned counsel for the appellant argued that the absence of the apiiellani IVoin

with all back, bencTils.

2,.i

i;

service was neither vvilifui nor intentional but was due to the compelling cireiimsi; 

illness of the mother of the appellant. He further argued that the appellant was not '.erved • 

with any notice nor any regular inquiry was e’onducicd into the allegation and hence the

nv.'es ol
I

#1-

impugned order was void ab-inilio and of no legal clTecl adding furlher. lhal the appellant

was discharged from service on 21;02.2(-iie with retrospective effect from 01.09.2d0i'-, He

further argued that the appellant vvas proceeded against under Removal from Service

(Special Powers) Ordinance, 2000 and the-word “discharge from serviee" vvas ajicn to die 

said law adding further that the appellant had served for more than three years and .such

iwn.rliv of discharge could only be a'v.ardcd during.the period of probation. ! !c furl 

a: ^:.;ad that penalty of discharge from se:\dcc was, very I'.arsh as -.he.appellant iva - dciu i\'cd

li-.- r

! 'is whip-. iluc n> iI.im.:-.:till 11 le .ilh.'i’.alu>iI 111 nil' ■ I iI in:-; 11 \'e i 11 a m-I 1

mother of the appellant. Me further arguer! ll.a: publication ol'notices in the newspape:

noi donc in accordance with the procetiui'c laid down under the law/rtiles. Mc'pra-.ci '.i:.;:

• on acceptance of this appeal the impugin.s,! cixlcrs dated 21.02.2009 and 23.07.201 1 m.q; he 

set-aside and the appellant may be reinstated into service with.all back benefits.

The learned Government Pleachn- while resisting .the appeal argued that ; the 

appellant remained absent for fivemonil:s \.;ihmii permission of the compelem auilioriiy • 

and was proceeded against and department inquiry was conducted but he failed lO sr.bmil 

rc.]:'i!.y to the chargc-.shcet and also did not appear before the inquiry ollicer lo tklcnd 

himself.' On completion of inquiry report finai- show-cause noliec wa.s served on him tnil 

be failed lo submit reply to the show-cause notice. A noiicc-vvas lliere-afler .served .on

•3.

/

again

daily Ma.shri(.[ dated 16.t)9.2(.)')‘.-' wliii:.li-the appellant and other similar ab.senied uiTiv.,ai:; in 

/■.remained un-responded and consequently order of his dismissal was passed b\ ilto
■;

tria.t ah. coded formalities were fulfilled and pi-.ivruco'mpefenL authority, He further argued

that the being devoid of any merits nviy be dismis.sccl.

• f



// ■/S"/.•
•/< / ■ 
( /

v"'-/■:-;

.=^'-

^r. Arguments of learned counsels for the parties heard and record perused.

From perusal of the record it Irrmspircd that the appellant was proceeded aj.’aiiiNi onI 5.

the allegation of.absence from duty. An inquiry was conducted against lire apjxdlarii. wIk 

did not join the same on the plea that V.harge-sheet was not served on him and action was •

1

taken.against'him ex-parle. 'I'he record reveal that the inquiry officer submitted his report.in 

.the absence' of the ai'ipcllaniv'hnd baseil I'll the .said repeit llie apjiellaiil wa.s lai r.i.’'1 iVi'i"

.. service under Removal from Service (Special'Po.wcrs) Ordinance. 2000, The iini'ugned •

.• order was agitated by the appellant before the appellate' authority who upheld iIt: Oixlcr

passed by the competent authority and rejected the departmental appeal of the appellnnl. in 

the above scenario, we are oC the considered view that ends of ju.stiec were not nici by

taking ex-parte action and .without associating the appellant with the inquirvp.rocee'.lings 

thereby depriving him of his constitutional rights of defence and fair trial. In the , 

circumstances, the impugned orders dated .21.02.2009 and 23.07.2011 arc set-aside and. the•r-
I'.pnellanl l.s reinslalcvl in ,sci-\''h m Ic.n. I’l]’. llu: eninpeli'nl anllii'i'il \' :a, 

against (he appellant afrc.sh il'hedeem appropriate hut .strictly ii1 accordance \.n!i , .'. 

rules, 'five de-itovp proceeding if required lo be conducted shall be completed v.':'..

,nvi

hs of the receipt of this judgmeiU and if not conducted and concluded' '.’-';:• ;no;

stipulated. ;?er.iod then i:i that case the appellant shall stand reinstated in servie 

inici's'chinc period his discharge/dismissal from _service. till date yyill be treated

the above terms: Parties are. !ei>extra ordinary leave without pay. The ;.ippcal is decided in 

to bear their own costs. File be coiisigned to llie recon.l room.

ol'connected .Service .Appeal No. l3oO/.’,t)ll(')ur tlriii judginenl will alsii di' iu 

titled “Abdur Rehman-Vs-Supcrinlcndcnt of Police, 

•tornmon questions of law and facts are involved tlrerein.

0. 'se.

FRP, Kohal and others" where

A
■

/OidifAANNQIJNCBD ' 
31.10.201.6

.f

'(
./ A

C; // Ar. /■(i

Sa-
'\-

/A .'
■ ;

’

<•w. .70, • f ^
A //■P
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BEFORE'
TRIBIJNA L

r. ■

Service Appeal No. 660/2017
•i'.' '\\s W\\

IDare of I.nstituLi 

Date of decision., ^

A: 7^, 30.05.2017

22.01-.2018

on...

>0/

(Appel Ian 1}

Versus

(Rcsp(.)ndenis)'
Arbab.Saiful Kamal 
Advocate. . For appellaiu

Mr. Ka-bcerullah Khattak, 
Addl. Advocate General

I’or respondeni.s,
MR. N1AZ.MU.HAMMAD KHAN 
M:R. GULZFBKHAN,

iUDGMZNT

f
■CHAIRMAN
MiEMBldR

■(jlATNyaJHAMMAD KHA N _n:iAi£H_^Aj.p. 

learned counsel -ror.-the
Aro[in)L-ii(.s ol

parties heard and record perused.

Facts

1 he appeliani was di.sniissed (-'roiTt 

Against this..order he filed

service on 0T05.2,00.9 w.e.f -OO.OXdMlOX.- '

a departmental appeal'(undated) which 

24.3.2U13 and (hcrealicr. the appeliani Hied revision under Rule l l 

fakinunkhwii Police Rules, 1975 which

was reiectcd on

-A orjhe Khvbcr .
Iwas rejected on ■ I 7.5.20 I 0 'i-herealier he

filed the present service appeal on 30.()5.20''l 7
!■

I.ARGU(VlFN..T.S
i

1

1.3. f he learned counsel ('or s

was passed retrospectively and in view of so i-nany Judgments delivered by ibis

i



/'q](

I rihui-iiil rcii'ospcclivc orcrer lias been cJecUired lo be a void order, 'I'iiai no liinitaiion 

would Iun,agains[ void order. That under the law void order cannot be sustained.'

— nujisru

•//

On the other hand the learned Addl. Advocate General argued that-thc 

present appeaj.is time barred because the appellant in order to gain time tiled 

second appeal/revision which was not permissible under the law. Thai: tlie whole 

proceedings were completed in accordance with the law.

4.

CONCLUSION .

I he impugned order was given retrospective elTect and in view oljiidgmcni 

. reported as 1 9S5-SCMR-11,78, such'order is void.brder. Thal.no limitaiion'would 

run- against such order,. This Tribunal in a number of appeals has . follovved this 

• dicti,im and has declaicd such orders as void.. This appeal is therefore, accepted, the 

appellant is reinstated in service.■ However, the department, is at liberty to hold 

denovo proceedings within a period of ninety days of the receipt of this'judgment. 

The issue of back benefits'etc. shall, be subject to thcHnnal outcome of denovo 

proceedings.. Parties are left to bear their own costs. File be consigned to the' record 

room.

• .T

'

A ....

Nunvu-rr'wi 'W-'.':'::.'.'

......
------ ---

-TotaT.'—...... ..
Nnriav v5i‘
DiOc of

. Date ofBci;ve;-y

a
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i OFFICE OF THE 
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER,

KOHAT
Td:.0922-9260116 Fax 9260125

j'/

iISp, 

...
do //VI tliilcd Kohat the /___ /201H. '7

ORDER
This order will dispose of dc-novo 

departmental proceedings initiated against Constable Muhammad 
Qasim No.. 52/702 oT this District Police under the Kh.yber 
Pakhtunkhwa, Police Itlulcs, 1.975 (amendment 20 14).

The essential facts arising of the case arc 
that he while posted at Police lanes Kohat had absented himself from J' 
official duty vide DD No, 31-A dated 06.08,2008 till date without 
leave or permission from the competent aut’ho.rity,

/s
&/

any

1 cIn compliance with the judgement of 
Service Tribunal dated 22.0.1,2018. denovo departmental proceedings 
initiated alter ai^pruval. The SP FRP Kohat, Range was appointed as 
enquiry officer by the competent authorities. Charge Sheet alongwith 

. statement of allegations issued -to the accused official. The accused 
official was associated, with the proceedings and afforded ample 
opportunity of delense by E.O. The accused official was held guilty of 
the charges, vide finding of the enquiry officer.

C"

Final Show Cause Notice alongwith copy 
of enquiry finding was served upon the accused official. Reply received 
unsatisfactory, without any plausible explanation.

Therefore, the accused official was called 
. .in Orderly Room, held on 19.04,2018 and heard in person, but he 

, failed to subniit any explanation to his gross professional misconduct.
. Record gone through, which indicates

'that the accused official had committed himself for willfully absenteri 
w.e. from 06.08.2008. 'I'h.e service record of the accused official also 
found indifferent.

•’j'»

C.-i . ■
■f •V

In view of the above and available record, 
i. agreed with the finding of enquiry officer, therefore, in exercise of 
powers conferred upon me under the rules ibid I. Abbas Majeefl Khan 
Marwat, District Police Officer, Kohat impose a rninor punishment of 

. , stoppage of increment for one year without cumulative effedt 
accused constable Muhammad Qasim No. 52/702. He is reinstated in 
service, the intervening period is treatedias leave without pay and 
pay is hereby released.

on

Announced
19.04.2018

DISTRIC CE OFFICER,
.. /./.3'-0 KOHATd

OB No 
Date .j? 5~' 72018
No PA dated.Kohat the ^^rL4^20l8,

Copy of above is forwarded for information and 
necessary action to the Reader. Pay officer. SRC and OHC.'

'i
•f-

V I

0
0'
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I OFFICE OF THE 
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER 

KOHAT
Tel: 0922-9260116 Fax 9260125

J

/ • /201S■/FA dated Kohal theNo

».O R PER
will dispose ul

departmental proceedings initiated ^Sainst Constable Muhammad 
Asir No- 1084/1250 of this Distinct Police undei tlie Khybcr
Pakhcunkhwa, Police Rules, 1975 {amendment 2014).

'I’he essential facts arising of the case
himself from official

de-novo'I'his order

are

that he while posted atiPS-Gumbat had absented
. 26 dated 21.06,2013 till date without any leave orduty vide DD No

permission from the competent authority.
compliance with the judgement ol

Service Tribunal dated 10.01.2018, denovo departmental proceedings 
iniuated after approval. The SP Investigation Wing, Kohat was 

. appointed as enquiry olTicer by the competent author,ties. Charge 
Sheet- alongwith statement of allegations issued to the accused 
official. The accused official was associated with the proceedings and ..

of defense by E.O. The accused official
officer,

In

/

afforded ample opportunity
was held guilty of the charges vide finding of the enquiry

Final Show Cause Notice alongwith copy
served upon the accused oflicial. Reply receivedof enquiry finding was

unsatisfactory, without any plausible explanation,
• Therefore, the accused official was called 

in Orderly"Room, held on 19.04.2018 and heard in person, but he 
failed to submit any explanation to his gross professional misconduct.^

through, which indicatesRecord gone
that the accused official had committed himself fur willfully.absenmd 

from 21.06.2013- 1'he service record of the accused olhcial also
w-e
found indifferent.

of the above and available record, 
agreed with the finding of enquiry officer, therefore, in exercise of 

conferred upon me under the rules ibid 1, Abbas Majecd Khan
a major punishment of 

scale of

In view

powers
District Police Officer, Kohat impose

to lower stage in the same time
accused constable. He is reinstated .

Marwat 
reduction from higher stage

for the period of 03 years
the intervening period is treated as

on.pay
in service 
and pay is hereby released.

leave without pay

Announced
1 9.04.2018

E OFFICERdistrkJt ho.
OHAT

4 2dOB No.^,____
Diitiu vC'' '---- /2018 y ^

i i \ /-.i PA dated Kohat the ~ —2018.
Copy of above is forwarded for inlormation and 
the Reader, Pay officer, SRC and OHC.

No.

necessary action to
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- -'^RAL OF POLirr 
KBVJJFR PAivMTUiVKHWA 

PKSXIAWAU.
—/I 7, clalcd l’c.sha\var ihc ;

.A
,'V/- ' a.' :V . ,

• ■“O Wu. s/_./a JA
,i • ...a:

, I

OlU)VM
'1“^' oaF;' i;; hu-cby pa^ocd lo..di:sposc , '

''■'-''775|:,iibiniucd bv JA-Coiisinbic 
■ rcnunvb ivoa, ...vice w.c.f 03.05.2013 by Ocpuly Conn, 

IVsbaw;,,-vkF ualcr No. !b03^N^I/nr. (bucX7.1 L 20 i 3 oo ,bc c!v

i'li'.l 2-1 day:,.

I'l dcpailiiiciiiai appeal under Rule^'‘bdiluiiklnva I'niice Kin ..'Cl-

AiU'cl Aljinad No. 3053.-The ; 
'iUHlani, 12|j(e

- ;-ippI-ib-u:l' • 
I’orce. Kliyber v,.: .

'iiS

i
o; alijciicc b'Oiii .tkii.y. lo.iC'Ou.;!;!'-'

■ 'd A‘ ■
!i. •

'•37His appeal Nva.s liled by .-\dc!I: I 
i'acis of i!.c case in brlcl'

; •
;Vl:liic I'orcc vide iVleino; No. 1 50l/Ei-, dated boAll.vl

arc ibai appcal of applicant 15.\-Cunstablc AcIccI Ahniaci ‘io. ;■ 
on 26.1.1.2015 as he lias prcfcri'ed .serxh'-.'

63Cias initially discussed i •;
tbe Appellate b'o.iid rnccting held ;

lii die Sci-vicc 1--ribimal, (berdbrJ, the Botii'd decided lluit ii.s jipjK'til sbtill be kojot pending till ihekd
Iiibuual. Nuw Service Jnbunal vide Jiidgniciit dated 30.11.2016

riM.sscd in bis :sci'vicc7;';-;|
2b3/:0|.i: di;-cc[cd lliat dcpai-tinenial 
liirlliei’ ibal

5'. I
nppcal ofijie appciiani be decided 

Jiiom.nny be provided lo ll.o appellant and appeal be dccirlcd

■,' 'V^ *' •
by the pioper appcIlale.'.aUtli'' k!71 y •;

0;
within ;i 'pei'iiI ;VQnionilis.

i

I'bo jiciitionei' appeiircd i iJcrsoii. 'I'lie petitioner rcnuiiiicd iibseiu lbr 
. 2d days. ;3urin-the proceedings, petitioner e^inended tliat liis absence v 

sulTering iVem serious illness. l-Ieydso produced ineclieal duet

a period.oko 

was. not dcliber;ite-l:ini I't;;- •.. a.s
nneius to substantiate Ids claim.

'w'Allb
•••■'^■-^A‘'.lA-)A'--‘-.A^i^ilb.XScryNc.;;i.i;ib c.v.idence' of. bis-Lltacss ai-U .........

-va:e reeord, d,e Board deeided dad ,„e pcibndb liereby Awbdeddn'ael; ASA ...................

.-■dX, n.ebxbn, period ofab.ence IVon. dniy i, aonsbicred as period in aerviee bn'i not ondniy ant., .dli „ Ak' fll
■been,died .or salary of dreiulervcnineponocl. He will remain under special rvaldisnl one ydua Mb'y.

'J'hi.s urdei l:Assi;tdAvilli llic appnival by Hie Co
. \ .lupetent Autlioi ity.

a-
!

yp: ■ : :
(NA-TlObB-UK-lAXM/AafAMb)

.AlC/EstablishnicnCvA.'

I'or liLspeclor Cenerti'l or Peb'

I
; j. ; v;t

No. omZ^A’ajzIZ Khyber Pakliiunkliwa,' iAshavy;
k.P '"7''■■•A;.

VP

/i

Co;)y ol the tibo\’e is Ibi'wtirded to the; I

.!
1. Cmiiniandaait, I'lite lb)rec, K-liybcr i'akluankluva, Peshawar.yya,a;vari
2.:...nnouty;.Commandam;.121i(e Poree, Aiybdr Paklitunkhwa

• dyii;yv.,vr ". nS.;,; .e.. .o :

j. yPbO to lGIVlsIiybcr Paklitimklnva; CPO Pesluiwai-.

.'■■•'•Av

■ l H-N

•6. PA to AddI: IGiV'MQrs: Kliyber Ikikhltink-hwa; Peshawar.

5. P.'\. to DlG/l lQi's:' Nlu'ber Ibikhlunkltwa, lAsluiwtir.

6. I’A to AIG/Le!;:;l. Khyber Pakhiunldiwa, Pesli;

' 7. Ot'iice.Sni'Klt: li-dV C’PC') I'c'sli;

Ccaiiral Rcgisirr Ccll„C;PO.

VH.;.,

.iwtir.
o': pNAA' Av'

ti'.var.. •1:

■beyEypi .
A*. •


